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A. 

Q. 

Please state your name, occupation and business address. 

My name is Christopher L. Graves. I am employed by the Illinois Commerce 

Commission as a Policy Analyst in the Telecommunications Division. My 

business address is 527 East Capitol Avenue, Springfield, Illinois 62794. 

Please state your educational background. 

I received a Bachelor of Arts degree in Economics from Illinois State University in 

1990. Also, I hold a Master of Arts Degree in Economics from Southern Illinois 

University at Edwardsville, which I received in November of 1997. 

Please state your professional experience. 

While studying for my masters degree, I interned with the economics group of the 

Revenue and Public Affairs Division of Southwestern Bell Telephone Company in 

St. Louis. As an intern, I researched topics relating to telecommunications 

economics and pricing for the staff economists. During the summer of 1996, I 

worked briefly for INDETEC International as a litigation support analyst. 

INDETEC is a consulting firm specializing in telecommunications and utilities 

economics and costing practices. 

When did you join the Illinois Commerce Commission? 
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Q. 

A. 

I joined the Commission in October of 1996. 

Please briefly describe your work duties with the Commission. 

My responsibilities include reviewing tariff documents and cost studies submitted 

to the Commission by telecommunications carriers and making 

recommendations to the Commission regarding those filings; providing economic 

analysis on pricing and cost issues in dockets before the Commission: and 

answering inquiries regarding wholesale pricing policies of the Commission. I 

have provided testimony in the following docketed proceedings: Docket 00-0700, 

Ameritech Shared Transport; Docket 00-0592, OSS Plan of Record; Docket No. 

99-0593, Special Construction; Docket No. 00-0027, Focal Communications 

Corporation Arbitration: Docket No. 99-0525, McLeodUSA Telecommunications 

Service, Inc. (McLeod) complaint against Illinois Bell Telephone Company 

(Ameritech Illinois); Docket No. 98-0866, Bell Atlantic Corporation’s proposed 

merger with GTE Corporation (GTE); Docket No. 98-0555, SBC Communications 

Corp. proposed merger with Ameritech Corp.; Docket No. 96-0503, the 

investigation into GTE’s wholesale prices ; Docket No. 96-0404, Ameritech 

Illinois’ Section 271 compliance Docket; Docket No. 96-0486, the investigation 

into Ameritech Illinois’ unbundled network element (UNE) offering; Docket No. 

97-0344, the Cable Companies’ complaint against Ameritech’s use of 

‘Americhecks”; Docket Nos. 97-0552 and 97-0553, the investigation of Ameritech 
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Illinois’ wholesale tariff; and Docket No. 98-0860 regarding the reclassification of 

Ameritech services as competitive. 

Have you had any training that is relevant to the topics at issue in this 

case? 

Yes. I have attended several workshops regarding the methodologies Ameritech 

used to develop long run service incremental cost (LRSIC) and total element long 

run incremental cost (TELRIC). On January 23 and 24, 1997, representatives 

from Ameritech, Bellcore, and Arthur Andersen instructed Commission Staff 

(Staff) on how Ameritech developed its TELRIC rates. I also attended similar 

meetings with GTE (now Verizon), Central Telephone Co. (Sprint Local 

Services), and Consolidated Communications regarding their cost study 

methodologies. 

56 Puroose of Testimony 

57 Q. What is the purpose of your testimony? 

58 A. 

59 

60 

61 

62 

The purpose of my testimony is to address policy considerations and provide 

factual information relevant to the Commission’s evaluation of Ameritech Illinois’ 

compliance with the requirements of Section 13-801 of the Public Utilities Act 

(PUA) and existing Commission Orders. Specifically, I will discuss how 

Ameritech’s proposed tariff addresses the requirements of Section 13-801. In 
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areas where Ameritech’s tariff falls short of the requirements of the PUA and 

Commission Orders, I will propose revised tariff language. 

Q. Q. Will you address all the requirements of Section 13-801 of the PUA? 

A. No. I have attached a list of the issues to be addressed in this proceeding as 

Attachment 1. To compile this list I first went through Section 13-801 and noted all 

the requirements of that section. This list of issues was presented to CLECs and 

Ameritech and discussed at a workshop on October 2,2001, The list of 26 issues 

was narrowed at the workshop to the present list of 19 issues. I will address issues 

IV, IX, X, XI, XIII, and XV. 

R. Q. Which Staff witnesses will address the remaining issues? 

A. The remaining issues will be addressed as follows: 

Staff witness 

James Zolnierek, ICC Staff Ex. 2.0 
Olusanjo Omoniyi, ICC Staff Ex. 3.0 
Samuel McClerren, ICC Staff Ex. 4.0 
Russ Murray, ICC Staff Ex. 5.0 

111, VIII, XI, and XIX 
VII, XVII, and XVlll 
XIV 
Vlll 

Issues I, 11, V, VI, XII, and XVI will not be addressed at this time by Staff. At this 

point in the proceeding, Staff is not aware of any CLEC positions on these issues. 

Thus Staff will address these issues if the need arises in the rebuttal round of this 

proceeding. Issue I appears to be legal in nature and will be addressed in briefs. 
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Note that issue XI is addressed by two Staff witnesses and is divided into two 

components: a) combinations of elements constituting enhanced extended loops 

(EELS); and b) combinations of elements constituting the UNE platform. These 

issues will be addressed by James Zolnierek, and myself respectively. 

J 

88 

89 compliance with Section 13-801? 

S. Q. Does Staff propose tariff changes necessary to bring Ameritech’s tariff into 

90 A. 
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97 Q. 

98 

99 A. 
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Yes. Each Staff member will discuss specific tariff changes pertaining to their 

issues. With the exception of certain changes proposed by Staff witness James 

Zolnierek, I have attached a compilation of all the proposed Staff changes as 

Attachment 2 to my testimony. Attachment 2 also reflects (for Sections other than 

Section 15) changes proposed by Ameritech. Section 15 contains changes 

required by the order entered in Docket No. 98-0396 as well as Staff suggested 

language. 

How can one discern the changes to the suspended September 13* tariff 

made by Staff from those of Ameritech? 

On Friday October 5*. Ameritech presented Staff and the patties with a redline 

version of the September 13* tariff. That tariff contains what I understand to be 

Ameritech’s current position on how the final tariff should look. Staff’s changes to 

the October 5th tariff are contained in Attachment 2. Ameritech’s proposed 
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changes are shown with single underlining and single strikethrough, whereas Staffs 

proposed changes are shown with double underlining and double strikethrough. 

However, there is no direct comparison of Ameritech proposed language and Staff 

proposed language for Section 15 of the tariff. 

How is your testimony structured? 

My testimony is structured into six sections addressing six issues (IV, IX, X, XI, XIII, 

and XV). The six issues I will address are: 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

IV -- Interconnection must be at least equal in quality and functionality to 

the service Ameritech provides to itself or its affiliates. 

IX -- Ameritech must allow CLECs to combine network elements. 

X -- Ameritech will not separate UNEs that are currently combined. 

XI -- Ameritech will combine any sequence of UNEs that it “ordinarily” 

combines for itself. 

Xlll -- A CLEC may use the UNE platform to provide local exchange 

service, inter-exchange that includes local, local toll, and intralATA toll 

service, and exchange access telecommunications service. A CLEC 

using UNE-P is not required to use any of its own facilities to provide the 

aforementioned services. 
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6. XV - The network elements platform referred to in Section 13-801(d)(4) 

should be provisioned within 3 business days for at least 95% of the 

CLECs’ request, if no outside plant work is needed. 

Throughout my testimony I will refer to obligations imposed by Section 13-801 on 

Ameritech. As indicated in Section 13-801(a) of the PUA : 

A telecommunications carrier not subject to regulation under an 
alternative regulation plan pursuant to Section 13-506.1 of this Act 
shall not be subject to the provisions of this Section, to the extent 
that this Section imposes requirements or obligations upon the 
telecommunications carrier that exceed or are more stringent than 
those obligations imposed by Section 251 of the federal 
Telecommunications Act of 1996 and regulations promulgated 
thereunder. 

As a telecommunications carrier subject to an alternative regulation plan 

pursuant to Section 13-506(1) of the Act, Ameritech is subject to the provisions of 

Section 13-801. 

issue IV --Interconnection must be equal in quality and functionality to 

Ameritech’s service to itself or its affiliate. 

Q. What does the PUA require regarding this issue? 

A. Section 13-801(d)(l)(C) of the PUA requires an incumbent LEC to provide 

interconnection: 

that is at least equal in quality and functionality to that provided by the 
incumbent local exchange carrier to itself or to any subsidiary, affiliate, or 
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any other party to which the incumbent local exchange carrier provides 
interconnection. 

Do federal rules have similar requirements? 

Yes. This language parallels Section 251 (c)(Z)(C) of the Telecommunications 

Act of 1996, which reads: 

(2) INTERCONNECTION.-The duty to provide, for the facilities and 
equipment of any requesting telecommunications carrier, interconnection 
with the local exchange network-- ... 

(C) that is at least equal in quality to that provided by the local exchange 
carrier to itself or to any subsidiary, affiliate, or any other party to which the 
carrier provides interconnection. 

The Federal Communications Commission interpreted this language in their First 

Report and Order, In the Matter of Implementation of Local Competition 

Provisions in the Telecommunications Act, FCC 96-325, (Released August 8, 

1996) (“Local Competition Order”). Paragraphs 224 and 225 report the FCC’s 

findings on this matter as follows: 

224. We conclude that the equal in quality standard of section 
251(c)(2)(C) requires an incumbent LEC to provide interconnection 
between its network and that of a requesting carrier at a level of quality 
that is at least indistinguishable from that which the incumbent provides 
itself, a subsidiary, an affiliate, or any other party. We agree with MFS that 
this duty requires incumbent LECs to design interconnection facilities to 
meet the same technical criteria and service standards, such as 
probability of blocking in peak hours and transmission standards, that are 
used within their own networks. Contrary to the view of some 
commenters, we further conclude that the equal in quality obligation 
imposed by section 251 (c)(2) is not limited to the quality perceived by end 
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users. The statutory language contains no such limitation, and creating 
such a limitation may allow incumbent LECs to discriminate against 
competitors in a manner imperceptible to end users, but which still 
provides incumbent LECs with advantages in the marketplace (e.g., the 
imposition of disparate conditions between carriers on the pricing and 
ordering of services). 

225. We also note that section 251(c)(2) requires interconnection that is 
“at least“ equal in quality to that enjoyed by the incumbent LEC itself. This 
is a minimum requirement. 

Do these directives of the PUA and TA96 require changes to Ameritech’s UNE 

tariffs? 

Yes. Ameritech’s tariff No. 20 Part 19, Section 1, discusses the general terms of the 

whole UNE tariff (Part 19, Sections 1-22). This “General“ section of the tariff 

addresses the service quality. Regarding service quality Ameritech’s current 

proposed tariff states: 

Quality of Unbundled Network Elements 

To the extent applicable, unbundled network elements are pre-ordered, 
ordered, provisioned, provided, maintained and billed through the same 
standard facilities, interfaces, systems, specifications, procedures and 
practices that Company uses to provide comparable switching services to 
other carriers and customers, on either a bundled or unbundled basis, with 
the objective of providing switching that is equal in quality to all users. Quality 
is measured through the objective performance characteristics of each 
unbundled network element, such as peak hours capacity, transmission 
standards, interface specifications. protocols, procedures, practices, service 
and repair intervals, etc. 

This language discusses providing UNEs through the “same” systems, providing 

‘comparable” switching services, and the “objective of providing switching that is 

equal in quality”. This language falls short of the equality required by the language 203 
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221 

Q. 

A. 

Q. 

of the PUA and TA96 cited above. First, equality only appears to be an “objective” 

under Ameritech’s tariff language, not a requirement. Second, “equality” only 

appears to be an objective for “switching”. Third, there is no clear procedure under 

Ameritech’s tariff language to address situations where Ameritech does not achieve 

equality. J 

Has the Commission addressed the measurement of Ameritech’s service 

quality as it relates to Competitive Local Exchange Carriers? 

Yes. Condition 30 of the SBC - Ameritech Merger Order (Docket 98-0555) required 

Ameritech to work with Staff and CLECs to develop measurements and 

performance benchmarks of Ameritech’s operation support systems (OSS). The 

benchmarks that came out of that condition are tariffed in 111. C. C. No 20, Part 2, 

Section 10. That tariff contains information on: the level of the benchmarks; how the 

benchmarks are calculated; how equality with the companies internal systems is 

calculated; and how penalties are determined and assessed when benchmarks are 

not met. Tariff 111. C. C. No 20, Part 2, Section 10, is currently being investigated in 

Docket 01-0120 (the case is currently awaiting an ALJ’s Proposed Order). 

What changes do you propose to Ameritech’s current tariff in order to bring it 

into compliance with section 13-801(d)(1)7 



Docket 01-0614 
ICC Staff Ex. 1.0 (Graves) 

Page I I of 24 

222 

223 

224 
225 
226 
227 
228 

229 

230 

231 

232 

233 

234 

235 

236 

237 
238 
239 
240 

241 

242 

243 
244 
245 

A. I propose that the following language be inserted on 111. C. C. No. 20, Part 19, 

Section 1, Sheet No. 4. 

Interconnection will be at least equal in quality and functionality to that pro- 
vided by the Company to itself or to any subsidiary, affiliate, or any other 
party to which the Company provides interconnection. See Part 2, Section 
10 of this tariff for the objective performance characteristics, how they are 
measured, and remedies for inferior service. 

This language is essentially the same as the language of the PUA except that "the 

incumbent local exchange carrier" has been replaced with "the Company" to avoid 

confusion. I have also added language to point the reader of the tariff to the 

"performance measurement" tariff where more specific information on the quality of 

service can be obtained. 

Issue IX -- Ameritech must allow CLECs to combine network elements. 

Q. 

A. 

Q. 

A. 

What is the precise language of the PUA regarding this issue? 

Section 13-801 (d)(l ) states: 

An incumbent local exchange carrier shall provide unbundled network 
elements in a manner that allows requesting telecommunications carriers 
to combine those network elements to provide a telecommunications 
service. 

Are there similar Federal rules implementing this requirement? 

Yes. Title 47 § 51.315(a) of the Code of Federal Rules states: 

An incumbent LEC shall provide unbundled network elements in a manner 
that allows requesting telecommunications carriers to combine such 
network elements in order to provide a telecommunications service. 
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Q. 

A. 

Similar language is also found in Section 251(c)(3) of TA96. 

Are you aware of any disputes between Ameritech and the CLECs 

regarding this issue? 

Yes. This issue is being addressed in Docket No. 00-0700. Ameritech has 

required CLECs to obtain collocation in order to combine elements’. Staff and 

CLECs testified that such a requirement would be unnecessary and overly 

burdensome. Ameritech in its Exhibit 3.1 at pp. 25-27 in Docket No. 00-0700 

proposed a methodology (secured frame option) that did not require collocation 

by CLECs. This approach was never tariffed so Staff and CLECs could not fully 

evaluate it. Staff and various CLECs proposed in that proceeding that Ameritech 

combine elements for the CLECs (as is now required by the PUA, see issue XI), 

which would alleviate the need for CLECs themselves to combine network 

elements. Ameritech’s proposal, however, does not eliminate this requirement of 

the PUA. In order to comply with this requirement, Arneritech should tariff its 

“secured frame option” found in Section X.2.5.3 of Schedule SJA-4 Attached to 

Ameritech Exhibit 3.1 (Alexander) filed in Docket No. 00-0700. Ameritech 

represented that the FCC approved this “secure frame option” in its Orders 

’ See Arneritech Illinois, Ex. 3.0 (Alexander) Schedule SJA-1 filed Feb. 1, 2001 in 
Docket 00-0700. 
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approving SBC's 271 application in Texas and Kansas and Oklahoma. 

Ameritech Ex. 3.1 at 27 in Docket No. 00-0700. 

What changes would bring the current tariff into compliance with Section 

13-801(d)(l)? 

I propose that Ameritech add the language in Section X.2.5.3 of Schedule SJA-4 

Attached to Ameritech Exhibit 3.1(Alexander) filed in Docket No. 00-0700 to 111. C. 

C. No. 20, Part 19, Section 15, the element combinations section, of the 

Ameritech tariff. The language reads as follows: 

Ameritech will construct a secured frame room in the central office or, if 
space is not available, external cross connect cabinet until space becomes 
available in the central office at no additional cost to CLEC where CLEC 
may combine UNEs. If CLEC submits such a request for the secured 
frame space, Ameritech will continue to combine UNEs until the secured 
frame room or external cross connect cabinet is made available to 
CLEC. However, if at any time after a secured frame room or external 
cross connect cabinet is made available, Ameritech is unable to meet 
CLEC's forecasted demand for UNEs to be combined through use of 
these arrangements due to a lack of capacity, Ameritech will resume 
combining UNEs for CLEC on new combination orders until capacity can 
be provided. If CLEC fails to submit such a forecast, Ameritech will no 
longer combine UNEs that are not already combined. CLEC can access 
the secured frame or the external cross-connect cabinet without having to 
collocate. 

X.2.5.3.1 
When a CLEC orders elements for combining at the secured frame or 
cabinet, Ameritech will cross-connect those elements to the frame or 
cabinet at no additional charge to the CLEC, beyond the recurring and 
non-recurring charges provided for the elements themselves under this 
tariff (e.g., for a loop and port combination, Ameritech will cross-connect 
the loop and the port to the secured frame or cabinet, and the CLEC will 
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pay applicable recurring and non-recurring charges for the loop and the 
port, but there is no charge for use of the frame or cabinet and no charge 
for a cross connect from loop to framelcabinet or from port to 
framelcabinet). 

X.2.5.3.2 
Ameritech and CLEC shall negotiate a mutually agreeable method of - -  
wiring for cross-connects at the secured frame or cabinet. During such 
period of negotiation or until a mutually agreeable method of wiring is 
established, the CLEC may obtain from Ameritech, the combining services 
for Network Elements at a non-recurring charge to be set by Ameritech at 
any amount not to exceed 1.02 for simple orders and 27.60 for complex 
orders. This charge shall apply in addition to any other applicable recurring 
and non-recurring charges. 

X.2.5.3.3 
A CLEC may order multiple elements on a single local service request 
("LSR) for combining at the secured frame or external cabinet, in 
accordance with the terms and conditions for ordering and provisioning of 
UNEs as set out in the relevant ordering guide. 

X.2.5.3.4 
If this oDtion is selected as described in X.2.5.3, Ameritech will develop 
performance measures related to the timeliness and accuracy of its 
provisioning of elements for combining at the secured frame or external 
cabinet, during the six- month review process as set out in the 
Performance Remedy Plan. These measures will be incorporated into the 
liquidated damages and assessments provisions of the Performance 
Remedy Plan. 

I made minor changes to the language of the 12A language in order to: remove 

references to business services, incorporate the prices determined in Docket No. 

98-0396, and remove references to the "agreement". These changes are 

needed because neither Section 13-801(d)(l) of the PUA nor the applicable 

sections of TA96 limit the obligation to business services. The Commission's 

Order in Docket No. 98-0396 set non-recurring charge rates for combining 
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elements (see Docket No. 98-0396 Order at pp. 42 - 43.). Finally, because these 

requirements are being tariffed there is no need to refer to any other 

Issue X - Ameritech will not separate UNEs that are currentlv combined. 
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What is the precise language of the PUA regarding this issue? 

Section 13-801(d)(2) states: 

An incumbent local exchange carrier shall not separate network elements 
that are currently combined, except at the explicit direction of the 
requesting carrier. 

Are there similar Federal rules implementing this requirement? 

Yes. Title 47 § 51.31 5(b) of the Code of Federal Regulations states: 

Except upon request, an incumbent LEC shall not separate requested 
Network elements that the incumbent LEC currently combines. 

Does any part of Ameritech’s tariff address this issue? 

Yes. The following language is found at 111. C. C. No. 20, Part 19, Section 15, 

Sheet 7 of Ameritech’s tariff: 

Once an order has been received by a telecommunications carrier, the 
Company shall not separate unbundled network elements that are 
currently combined, except where necessary to provide the unbundled 
network elements or services requested or otherwise at the explicit 
direction of the requesting carrier. 

This language appears to fulfill the requirements of the PUA and 47 CFR 

51.315(b). This language should be improved, however, by removing the phrase 
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“once an order has been received by a telecommunications carrier”, which would 

limit the application of the requirement. This limitation is not in either the PUA or 

47 CFR 51.315(b) and should not be allowed. This phase could be interpreted 

that after the CLECs order has been filled by Ameritech no separating of UNEs 

would occur. The protection that the PUA addresses is protection from the ILEC 

disassembling UNEs before the CLEC orders them, in order to charge the CLEC 

an extra fee for reassembling the UNEs. A second problem is that the 

requirement appears only in the combinations section of the tariff. This could be 

construed to mean that the requirement is only the applicable to the list of 

combinations that is displayed in Part 19, Section 15 of the tariff. To make this 

language generally applicable to all UNEs, it should be placed in the “general 

terms and conditions” section of the tariff under “Responsibility of the Company” 

on Sheet 4. Thus by eliminating the first phase and moving the language to the 

“general” section of the UNE tariff, both problems are solved. 

Issue XI -- Ameritech will combine any seauence of UNEs that it “ordinarily” 
combines for itself. 

What is the precise language of the PUA regarding this issue? Q. 

A. Section 13-801 (d)(3) states: 

Upon request, an incumbent local exchange carrier shall combine any 
sequence of unbundled network elements that it ordinarily combines for 
itself, including but not limited to, unbundled network elements identified in 
The Draft of the Proposed Ameritech Illinois 271 Amendment (12A) found 
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Q. 

A. 

Q. 

A. 

in Schedule SJA-4 attached to Exhibit 3.1 filed by Illinois Bell Telephone 
Company on or about March 28.2001 with the Illinois Commerce 
Commission under Illinois Commerce Commission Docket Number 00- 
0700. The Commission shall determine those network elements the 
incumbent local exchange carrier ordinarily combines for itself if there is a 
dispute between the incumbent local exchange carrier and the requesting 
telecommunications carrier under this subdivision of this Section of this 
Act. 

3 

Do you address all facets of this issue? 

No. Staff witness James Zolnierek addresses this issue with respect to enhanced 

extended loops (EELs) and the process for determining if combinations are 

“ordinarily combined”. My testimony is limited to combinations of UNEs used to 

provision the UNE platform. 

Do any other laws or rulings require Ameritech to combine network 

elements for CLECs? 

Yes. Ameritech is required to provide network element combinations of network 

elements by the Commission’s Order in Docket No. 98-0396. The order states, 

at page 93 

We therefore require Ameritech to provide to CLECs combinations of 
unbundled network elements that Ameritech ordinarily combines for its 
own use or for the use of its end user customers, including the unbundled 
network element Platform and Enhanced Extended Links, or EELs. This 
includes, of course, providing the UNE-Platform to CLECs for the purpose 
of serving new lines and additional, or second, lines to their customers. 

The Order in Docket No. 98-0396 goes on to say, at page 94 
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408 
409 
410 
41 1 
412 
413 
414 

415 

41 6 

417 Q. 

418 

419 A. 

420 

421 

422 

423 

424 

425 

426 

427 

428 

429 

[the Commission’s] conclusion to require Ameritech to provide new 
combinations is consistent with additional actions we have previously 
taken, including the interconnection agreements between Ameritech and 
AT&T and Ameritech and MCI WorldCom, which require Ameritech to 
provide network element combinations, including the Platform, without 
restriction, as well as the TELRIC Order, which expressly requires 
Ameritech to provide network element combinations. 

It is clear that the obligation to provide combinations ohelements is supported by 

several Commission orders as well as the PUA. 

Have you derived tariff language that you believe will comply with Section 

13-801(d)(3)? 

Yes. I began with the proposed combinations tariff submitted byAT&T and MCI 

WorldCom in Attachment 2 to their Joint Reply Brief in Docket No. 98-0396. This 

language is a good starting point because Ameritech was ordered to implement 

this language by the Order in Docket No. 98-0396, at page 95. The AT&T/MCI 

WorldCom language accomplishes several things: 1) it defines the term 

“Ordinarily combined”; 2) it eliminates the word “existing” from the title of the 

Section “Provision of Existing Combinations of Network Elements”; 3) it 

eliminates language reserving Ameritech’s right to “assess additional charges”; 

4) it requires Ameritech to provide non-telecommunications services; 5) it 

expands the application of the tariff to EELS; and 6) it sets forth non-recurring 

rates for combining elements. 
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430 

431 

432 

433 

434 

435 

436 

437 

438 

439 Q. 

440 

441 A. 

442 

443 

To those provisions, I then added language proposed by Staff in Schedule 2 

attached to its Reply Brief in Docket No. 00-0700. This language borrows from 

Ameritech’s December 17, 1999, UNE provisioning guide for “Combined Platform 

Offering” and provides greater detail on the types of orders Ameritech should 

accept. I used the December 12,1999, guide because it described new 

combinations and additional line combinations that Staff advocated in Docket No. 

00-0700. My proposed tariff language also attempts to comply with the 

Commission’s directive in Docket No. 98-0396 to make the tariff language more 

explicit as to what prices would be applicable. 

Does your proposed tariff contain any other additions to Ameritech’s 

proposed tariff? 

Yes. I included language that mirrors the language in Section 13-801(d)(6). 

These additions are discussed in more detail under issue XV of this testimony 

and issue XVll of Olusanjo Onomiyi’s testimony, ICC Staff Ex. 3.0. 

444 
445 

447 

448 Q. 

Issue Xlll -- A CLEC may use the UNE platform to provide local exchange, inter- 
exchanqe that includes local. local toll, and intraLATA toll, and exchanqe 

to use any of its own facilities to provide the afore mentioned services. 

What is the precise language of the PUA regarding this issue? 

446 1 

449 A. Section 13-801(d)(4) states: 

450 
451 
452 

A telecommunications carrier may use a network elements platform 
consisting solely of combined network elements of the incumbent local 
exchange carrier to provide end to end telecommunications service for the 
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provision of existing and new local exchange, interexchange that includes 
local, local toll, and intraLATA toll, and exchange access 
telecommunications services within the LATA to its end users or payphone 
service providers without the requesting telecommunications carrier's 
provision or use of any other facilities or functionalities 

Please explain the meaning of this section of the PUA? 

In the past Ameritech has argued that the requirement of TA96 were meant to 

address local exchange competition, and thus did not mean for the shared 

transport to be used for anything other than local exchange services. The PUA 

language requires ILECs to allow CLECs to provide various telecommunications 

services, including intraLATA toll service, using a UNE Platform comprised solely 

of the combined network elements of the ILEC. Because shared transport is an 

integral part of the UNE platform, this statutory directive can only be 

accomplished by a CLECs use of shared transport to provide intraLATA toll 

service. Therefore, this language requires ILECs to allow CLECs to use shared 

transport to provide intraLATA toll service. 

Has the Commission addressed this issue before? 

The issue of whether CLECs should be allowed to use shared transport to 

provide intraLATA toll service is currently being addressed in Docket 00-0700. 

The record in that proceeding is closed and parties are awaiting the 

Administrative Law Judge's Proposed Order. 

What position did Staff take regarding the issue in Docket 00-0700? 
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476 

477 
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480 
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490 

491 

492 

493 

A. 

Q. 

A. 

Q. 

A. 

Staff supported the position that CLECs should be able to use shared transport 

to provide intraLATA toll service (Staff Initial Brief in Docket No. 00-0700, at pp. 

59-63). In order to modify Ameritech’s current tariff to allow CLECs to use 

shared transport to provide intraLATA toll service, Staff proposed changes to 

Ameritech’s tariff in its Schedule 2 of the Reply Briefin Docket No. 00-0700. 

Do Ameritech’s proposed changes to its 111. C. C. No. 20, Part 19, Section 

21, address all the changes that need to be made to the ULS-ST tariff to 

allow CLECs to use shared transport to provide intraLATA toll service? 

No. The Ameritech changes to the ULS-ST appear justifiable, but I propose that 

the changes that Staff recommended in Schedule 2 of the Staff Reply Brief in 

Docket No. 00-0700 be implemented in this docket. 

What changes to the Ameritech language are required? 

Changes are required to the phrase at 111. C. C. No. 20, Part 19, Section 2, Sheet 

1, Paragraph 3, which reads, “ULS-ST is only available to a requesting 

telecommunications carrier for the provision of local exchange service.” The 

phrase should read, “ULS-ST is available to a requesting telecommunications 

carrier for the provision of local exchange, service, interexchange that includes 

local, local toll, and intralATA toll, and exchange access telecommunications 

services within the LATA to its end users or payphone service providers.” This 
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511 

512 

513 

language includes all the possible uses of the service and removes the limitation 

to only ”local exchange service”. 

The list of “ULS-ST Features, Functionality, and Capabilities” at 111. C. C. No. 20, 

Part 19, Section 2, Sheet 4, Paragraph 2, should include, “access to routing 

tables to accomplish routing of local exchange, interexchange that includes local, 

local toll, and intraLATA toll, and exchange access telecommunications service.” 

This implements the requirement of 13-801(d)(4) and makes intraLATA toll 

calling an explicit feature of ULS-ST. 

In the “Description” portion of Ill. C. C. No. 20, Part 19, Section 2, Sheet 5. I add 

the phrase, “The company will provide the local switching element so that the 

dialing plan associated with the port will be equal to the dialing plan established 

in the office for the Company’s own customers.” This language is taken from 

Section 5.2.1 of attachment 6 of the T2A. It is my understanding from my review 

of the documents in Texas PUC Docket No. 20755, that sections 5.2.1 in 

Attachment 6 of the Sage Telecom interconnection agreement allows Sage to 

provide toll service using the shared transport UNE. I have added the language to 

the Ameritech tariff to allow CLECs in Illinois the same rights. 

A phrase on 111. C. C. No. 20, Part 19, Section 2, Sheet 6, reads, “All 

lnterexchange services will be routed to the PIC or 2 PIC carrier.” I have altered 

the sentence to read, All lnterexchange services will be routed in the manor 
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51 4 

51 5 

51 6 

51 7 interexchange network. 

specified by the requesting carrier. This allows the CLEC to choose how their toll 

traffic should be routed. Some CLECs may want to route toll traffic using shared 

transport while others may prefer to have traffic routed to their own 

51 9 
520 

521 Q. 

522 A. 

523 
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526 
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528 
529 
530 
53 1 
532 
533 

534 Q. 

535 

536 A. 

537 

538 
539 
540 

518 Issue XV - The network elements platform referred to in Section 13-801(d)(4) 
should be twovisioned within 3 business days for at least 95% of the 
request. if no outside Dlant work is needed. 

What is the precise language of the PUA regarding this issue? 

Section 13-801(d)(6) states: 

When a telecommunications carrier requests a network elements platform 
referred to in subdivision (d)(4) [see Issue XI] of this Section, without the 
need for field work outside of the central office, for an end user that has 
existing local exchange telecommunications service provided by an 
incumbent local exchange carrier, or by another telecommunications 
carrier through the incumbent local exchange carrier's network elements 
platform, unless otherwise agreed by the telecommunications carriers, the 
incumbent local exchange carrier shall provide the requesting 
telecommunications carrier with the requested network elements platform 
within 3 business days for at least 95% of the requests for each requesting 
telecommunications carrier for each month. 

What changes do you propose to the current tariff in order to bring it into 

compliance with Section 13-801(d)(6)? 

I propose that the following language be inserted in 111. C. C. No 20, Part 19, Section 

15, Sheet 4: 

When a telecommunications carrier requests a network elements platform 
referred to in this Section, without the need for field work outside of the 
central office, for an end user that has existing local exchange 
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telecommunications service provided by an incumbent local exchange 
carrier, or by another telecommunications carrier through the incumbent 
local exchange carrier‘s network elements platform, unless otherwise 
agreed by the telecommunications carriers, the incumbent local exchange 
carrier shall provide the requesting telecommunications carrier with the 
requested network elements platform within 3 business days for at least 
95% of the requests for each requesting telecommunications carrier for 
each month. 

This language parallels the language of the PUA. I assume this would not be 

objectionable to Ameritech because there is similar language in Ameritech’s 

proposed tariff at 111. C. C. No. 20, Part 19, Section 15, Sheet 7. 

Q. Does this conclude your testimony? 

553 A. Yes 
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Requirements of 13-801 

I. What resetvation of rights language is appropriate for Ameritech’s tariff. 

In the proposed tariff at: 
ICC No. 20, Part 2. Section 10, Sheet No. 1 8.1.1 

Part 19, Section 1, Sheet No. 1,2,& 2.1 
Part 19, Section 2, Sheet No. 1 
Part 19, Section 15, Sheet No. 2 & 3 
Part 19, Section 20, Sheet No. 2 & 3 
Part 19, Section 21, Sheet No. 1 & 1.1 
Part 22, Section 1, Sheet No. 1 
Part 23, Section 2, Sheet No. 1 

Ameritech reserves its rights to withdraw the offerings of the tariff-filing, if certain 
conditions are met. The language also makes assertions about the tariffs compliance 
with the Illinois Public Utility Act (PUA). 

The Commission shall require the incumbent local exchange carrier to provide 
interconnection, collocation, and network elements in any manner technically feasible to 
the fullest extent possible to implement the maximum development of competitive 
telecommunications setvices offerings. As used in this Section, to the extent that 
interconnection, collocation, or network elements have been deployed for or by the 
incumbent local exchange carrier or one of its wireline local exchange affiliates in any 
jurisdiction, it shall be presumed that such is technically feasible in Illinois 13-801(a) 

See Ameritech redlined Tariff ICC 20 Part 19 Section 1 Sheet 1 paragraph 1 

II. 

111, The incumbent local exchange carrier may not reqdire the requesting carrier to 
interconnect at more than one technically feasible point wilnin a LATA. 13-801(b)(l)(B) 

See Ameritech’s redlined Tariff ICC 20 Part 23 Section 2 Sheet 5.1 paragraph 3. 

IV. Interconnection must be at least equal in quality and functionality to that provided by the 
incumbent local exchange carrier to itself or to any subsidiary, affiliate, or any other party 
to which the incumbent local exchange carrier provides interconnection.. 13-801 (b)(l)(C) 

V. An incumbent local exchange carrier shall make available to any requesting 
telecommunications carrier, to the extent technically feasible, those services, facilities, or 
interconnection agreements or arrangements that the incumbent local exchange carrier 
or any of its incumbent local exchange subsidiaries or affiliates offers in another state 
under the terms and conditions, but not the stated rates, negotiated pursuant to Section 
252 of the federal Telecommunications Act of 1996. Rates shall be established in 
accordance with the reauirements of subsection la) of this Section.l3-801(b)(2) 

An incumbent local exchange carrier shall also make available to any requesting 
telecommunications carrier, to the extent technically feasible, and subject to the 
unbundling provisions of Section 251(d)(2) of the federal Telecommunications Act of 
1996, those unbundled network element or interconnection agreements or arrangements 
that a local exchange carrier affiliate of the incumbent local exchange carrier obtains in 

VI. 
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another state from the incumbent local exchange carrier in that state, under the terms 
and conditions, but not the stated rates, obtained through negotiation, or through an 
arbitration initiated by the affiliate, pursuant to Section 252 of the federal 
Telecommunications Act of 1996. Rates shall be established in accordance with the 
requirements of subsection (9) of this Section. 13-801 (b)(2) 

An incumbent local exchange carrier shall provide for physical or virtual collocation of any 
type of equipment for interconnection or access to network elements at the premises of 
the incumbent local exchange carrier on just, reasonable, and nondiscriminatory rates, 
terms, and conditions. The equipment shall include, but is not limited to, optical 
transmission equipment, multiplexers, remote switching modules, and cross-connects 
between the facilities or equipment of other collocated carriers. 13-801(c) 

VII. 

See Ameritech's redlined Tariff ICC 20 Part 23 Section 4 Sheet 1.2 paragraph 10 See 
Ameritech's redlined Tariff ICC 20 Part 23 Section 4 Sheet 11 paragraph 5. 

An incumbent local exchange carrier shall also allow, and provide for, cross connects 
between a noncollocated telecommunications carrier's network elements platform, or a 
noncollocated telecommunications carrier's transport facilities, and the facilities of any 
collocated carrier, consistent with safety and network reliability standards. 13-801(c) 

Ameritech's existing collocation tariff allows for these crossconnects. Also See 
Ameritech's redlined Tariff ICC 20 Part 23 Section 4 Sheet 9.2 last bullet point. 

An incumbent local exchange carrier shall provide unbundled network elements in a 
manner that allows requesting telecommunications carriers to combine those network 
elements to provide a telecommunications service. 13-801(d)(l) 

An incumbent local exchange carrier shall not separate network elements that are 
currently combined, except at the explicit direction of the requesting carrier. 13-801 (d)(2) 

VIII. 

IX. 

X. 

See Ameritech's redlined Tariff ICC 20 Part 19 Section 15 Sheet 7 paragraph last. 

XI. Upon request, an incumbent local exchange carrier shall combine any sequence of 
unbundled network elements that it ordinarily combines for itself, including but not limited 
to, unbundled network elements identified in The Draft of the Proposed Ameritech Illinois 
271 Amendment (12A) found in Schedule SJA-4 attached to Exhibit 3.1 filed by Illinois 
Bell Telephone Company on or about March 28,2001 with the Illinois Commerce 
Commission under Illinois Commerce Commission Docket Number 00-0700. The 
Commission shall determine those network elements the incumbent local exchange 
carrier ordinarily combines for itself if there is a dispute between the incumbent local 
exchange carrier and the requesting telecommunications carrier under this subdivision of 
this Section of this Act. 13-801(d)(3) 

See Ameritech's redlined Tariff ICC 20 Part 19 Section 15 Sheet 2 paragraph 2; See 
Ameritech's redlined Tariff ICC 20 Part 19 Section 20 Sheet 1 paragraph 3. This issue 
will involve: 

provisioning of UNE-P and EELS as well as what rates should apply to "new" 
combinations. 
The issue of what "ordinarily combined" means. 
The request process for combining elements. and 
Are EEL point to point combinations "ordinarily combined" 
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The incumbent local exchange carrier shall be entitled to recover from the requesting 
telecommunications carrier any just and reasonable special construction costs incurred in 
combining such unbundled network elements (i) if such costs are not already included in 
the established price of providing the network elements, (ii) if the incumbent local 
exchange carrier charges such costs to its retail telecommunications end users, and (iii) 
if fully disclosed in advance to the requesting telecommunications carrier.13-801(d)(3) 

A telecommunications carrier may use a network elements platform consisting solely of 
combined network elements of the incumbent local exchange carrier to provide end to 
end telecommunications service for the provision of existing and new local exchange, 
interexchange that includes local, local toll, and intraLATA toll, and exchange access 
telecommunications services within the LATA to its end users or payphone service 
providers without the requesting telecommunications carrier's provision or use of any 
other facilities or functionalities. 13-801(d)(4) 

See Ameritech's redlined Tariff ICC 20 Part 19 Section 21 Sheet 1.1 paragraph 2 and 
Sheet 5 paragraph 1. 

XII. 

XIII. 

XIV. The Commission shall establish maximum time periods for the Incumbent local exchange 
carrier's provision of network elements. The maximum time period shall be no longer 
than the time period for the incumbent local exchange carrier's provision of comparable 
retail telecommunications services utilizing those network elements. The Commission 
may establish a maximum time period for a particular network element that is shorter 
than for a comparable retail telecommunications service offered by the incumbent local 
exchange carrier if a requesting telecommunications carrier establishes that it shall 
perform other functions or activities after receipt of the particular network element to pro- 
vide telecommunications services to end users. The burden of proof for establishing a 
maximum time period for a particular network element that is shorter than for a 
comparable retail telecommunications service offered by the incumbent local exchange 
carrier shall be on the requesting telecommunications carrier. Notwithstanding any other 
provision of this Article, unless and until the Commission establishes by rule or order a 
different specific maximum time interval, the maximum time intervals shall not exceed 5 
business days for the provision of unbundled loops, both digital and analog, 10 business 
days for the conditioning of unbundled loops or for existing combinations of network 
elements for an end user that has existing local exchange telecommunications service, 
and one business day for the provision of the high frequency portion of the loop (line- 
sharing) for at least 95% of the requests of each requesting telecommunications carrier 
for each month. 13-801(d)(5) 

XV. When a telecommunications carrier requests a network elements platform referred to in 
subdivision (d)(4) of this Section, without the need for field work outside of the central 
office, for an end user that has existing local exchange telecommunications service 
provided by an incumbent local exchange carrier, or by another telecommunications 
carrier through the incumbent local exchange carrier's network elements platform, unless 
otherwise agreed by the telecommunications carriers, the incumbent local exchange 
carrier shall provide the requesting telecommunications carrier with the requested 
network elements platform within 3 business days for at least 95% of the requests for 
each requesting telecommunications carrier for each month. 13-801(d)(6) 

See Ameritech's redlined Tariff ICC 20 Part 19 Section 15 Page 7 paragraph 4. 
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A requesting telecommunications carrier may order the network elements platform as is 
for an end user that has such existing local exchange service without changing any of the 
features previously selected by the end user. The incumbent local exchange carrier shall 

, provide the requested network elements platform without any disruption to the end user’s 
services. 13-801(d)(6) 

XVI. 

See Ameritech’s redlined Tariff ICC 20 Part 19 Section 15 Page 7 paragraph 5. 

XVII. Absent a contraly agreement between the telecommunications carriers entered into after 
the effective date of this amendatory Act of the 92nd General Assembly, as of 1201 a.m. 
on the third business day after placing the order for a network elements platform, the 
requesting telecommunications carrier shall be the presubscribed primaly local exchange 
carrier for that end user line and shall be entitled to receive. or to direct the disposition of, 
all revenues for all services utilizing the network elements in the platform, unless it is 
established that the end user of the existing local exchange service did not authorize the 
requesting telecommunications carrier to make the request. 13-801 (d)(6) 

See Ameritech’s redlined Tar i i  ICC 20 Part 19 Section 15 Page 7 paragraph 3. 

XVIII. A telecommunications carrier may request the incumbent local exchange carrier to 
provide a schedule of rates listing each of the rate elements of the incumbent local 
exchange carrier that pertains to a proposed order identified by the requesting 
telecommunications carrier for any of the matters covered in this Section. The incumbent 
local exchange carrier shall deliver the requested schedule of rates to the requesting 
telecommunications carrier within 2 business days for 95% of the requests for each 
requesting carrier. 13-801(i) 

See Ameritech’s reaiined Tariff ICC 20 Pari 19 Section 15 Sheet 5 paragraph 5 See 
Ameritech’s redlined Tar.ff ICC 20 Part 19 Section 20 Sheet 5 paragraph 4 

XIX. Other than as provided in subdivision (d)(4) of this Section for the network elements 
platform described in that subdivision, nothing in this amendatory Act of the 92nd 
General Assembly is intended to require or prohibit the substitution of switched or special 
access services by or with a combination of network elements nor address the Illinois 
Commerce Commission’s jurisdiction or authority in this area. 13-801 (i) 
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ILL. C.C. NO. 20 
i Z Z - Z l ~ l  

ILLINOIS BELL 
TELEPHONE COMPANY Ameritech 

Tariff 

PART 19 -Unbundled Network Elements and Number 3rd Revised Sheet No. 4 
Portability Cancels 

SECTION 1 - General 2"' Revised Sheet No. 4 

1. GFNZRAL (cont'd) 

B .  TERXS AND CONDITIONS 

Responsibility of the Company 

The Company is not responsible to the telecommunications carrier if 
necessary changes in protection criteria or in any of the facilities, 
operation, or procedures of the Company render any facilities provided 
by a telecommunications carrier obsolete or render modification of the 
telecommunications carrier's equipment necessary. 

The- Cor.pany shall n o L  -5eparaKe .. .u.n~dl,ed_,,n.e~.wor,k, . Elements KhaK are 
~ C u r r e n K l y ~ ~ ~ ~ n ~ d , , ~ ~ . x ~ ~ D ~  where. necessary to provide Khe unbundled 

~~~~~~~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~~ 

network elements or services requested or otherwise at the explicit 
direction of the requestina carrier.' 

Quality of Unbundled Network Elements 

To the extent applicable, unbundled network elements are pre- 
ordered, ordered, provisioned, provided, maintained and billed through 
the same standard facilities, interfaces, systems, specifications, 
procedures and practices that Company uses to provide comparable 
switching services to other carriers and customers, on either a bundled 
or unbundled basis, with the objective of providing switching that is 
equal in quality to all users. Quality is measured through the objective 
performance characteristics of each unbundled network element, such as 
peak hours capacity, transmission standards, interface specifications, 
protocols, procedures, practices, service and repair intervals, etc. 

or any other partv to which the Company provides interconnection. See 
Part 2, SectionLof this tariff f o r  the objective performance 
characteristics, how thev are measured, and remedies for inferior 
service .' 

/1/ Material now appears in Part 19, Section 2. 

Pursuant to Second Interim Order in Ill. C.C. Docket Nos. 96-0486/0569 
Consolidated, dated February 17, 199.3. 

Issued: Septemher 13, 2001 Effective: October 29, 2001 

By Rhonda J. Johnson, Vice President - Regulatory Affairs 
225 West Randolph Street 
Chicago, Illinois 60606 

I See Staff Ex. 1 .0 (Graves) issue X. 
See Staff Ex. 1.0 (Graves) issue IV 
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Ameritech 

Tariff 

ILL. C.C. NO. 20 
-1 SECTION 15 I 

PART 19 -Unbundled Network Elements and Number 

SECTION 15 -Provision of Combinations Original Sheet No. 2 
Portability 

of Network Elements 

1. PROVISION OF COMBINATIONS OF NETWORK ELEMENTS 

LA. DESCRIPTION I 

General 

Ameritech Illinois, hereinafter referred to as the "Company", provides 
to requesting telecommunications carriers combinations of network 

The Company provides combinations of elements. G p e ~ i f ~ c ~ ~ L y ,  t 
em&k+ed Unbundled Local Loop and Unbundled Local Switching with Shared 
Transport (ULS-ST). regardless of whether or not such combinations are 
currently combined, as described below and as defined in Sections 2 and 

similar to that used by the Company or the Company's end users where he 

21 of this tariff respectively. "Ordinarily combined" means that the 
requested combination is of a type ordinarily used o r  functionally 

Company provides local service. 

All terms, conditions, regulations and application of ratedcharges as 
well as the rates and charges themselves contained in Sections 2 and 21 
of this Part, apply to this Section unless expressly provided to the 
contrary as specified below: 

. .  

I 
Collocation, as defined in Part 23, Section 4 of this tariff, is not 
required for access to ordinarily combined Unbundled Local Loops and 
Unbundled Local Switching with Shared Transport. 

The Unbundled Local Loop and ULS-ST Port nonrecurring, line/port 
connection charges are not applicable. 

The Company shall provide non-Telecommunications Services on a stand- 
alone basis with Provision of Existing Combinations of Network Elemen 
This includes, but is not limited to, voice mail, inside wire 
maintenance, customer premises equipment and calling card services. 

Issued: November XX, 2001 Effective: November XX, 2000 

By XXXXXX XXXXXXX, Vice President - Regulatory Affairs 
225 West Randolph Street 
Chicago, Illinois 60606 
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ILLINOIS BELL 
TELEPHONE COMPANY 

Ameritech 

Tariff 

ILL. C.C. NO. 20 
r n ~  

PART 19 -Unbundled Network Elements and Number 
Portability 

SECTION 15 -Provision of Combinations Original Sheet No. 3 
of Network Elements 

Portability 
SECTION 15 -Provision of Combinations Original Sheet No. 3 

of Network Elements 

A. DESCRIPTION (cont'd) I 
General (cont'd) 

The Company will offer to provide its Operator Services and/or Directory 
Assistance Services (OS/DA) to be optionally used by the 
telecommunications carrier with Pre-Existing and Ordinarily Combined UNE- 
P for an additional charge as specified in Section 7 ,  Unbundled Directory 
Assistance Services and Section 8, Unbundled Operator Services. 

Upon request, branding of telecommunications carrier OS/DA traffic routed 
to the Company's OS/DA platform(s) shall be provided for an additional 
charge as specified in Section 7, Unbundled Directory Assistance Services 
and Section 8, Unbundled Operator Services. 

E .  DEFINITIONS I 
Combined Platform Offering (CPO) 
The Combined Platform Offering (CPO) allows for IJNE combinations 
that will provide unbundled access to the features and 
functionalities provided by: 

o Unbundled Local Switching with Shared Transport (ULS-ST) 
described in section 21 of this tariff. 

o Unbundled Local Loops (Loops)as described in Section 2 of 
this tariff. 

o CPO will provide CLECs with the combination of Network 
Elements used to provide the end user service. This may 
include but is not limited to the following loop/ULS-ST port 
combinations, which have detailed descriptions in the ULS 
(Section 3 )  and Loops (Section 2) sections of this tariff. 

Issued: November XX, 2001 Effective: November XX, 2000 

By XXXXXX XXXXXXX, Vice President - Regulatory Affairs 
225 West Randolph Street 
Chicago, Illinois 60606 
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ILLINOIS BELL 
TELEPHONE COMPANY 

Ameritech 

Tariff 

ILL. C.C. NO. 20 
~~ 

PART 19 -Unbundled Network Elements and Number 

SECTION 15 -Provision of Combinations Original Sheet No. 4 
Portability 

of Network Elements 

B. DEFINITIONS (cont’d) I 
Combined Platform Offering (CPO) (cont’d) 

The following table identifies options available with 2-Wire and 
4-Wire analog loops. 

I 2-wire analog basic Basic Line Port 
Basic PBX 2-wire Port I Basic PBX 1-wire In Port to 1-wav In Port 
Basic PBX 1-wire Out Port to 1-way In Port 

Digital Trunk Trunking Port 
DID Trunk Port 

Ground Start PBX 2-wire Port 
round start Ground Start PBX 1-wire In Port 

Ground Start PBX 1-wire Out Port 

entrex EKL Line Port 

Digital Trunk Trunking Port 
DID Trunk Port 

4-wire analog 
interface loop 

The following table identifies options available with 2-Wire and 4- 
Wire digital loops. 

-wire 160 Kbps (ISDN-BRI) ISDN Basic Rate Interface Port 
igital Loop Centrex ISDN Line Port 

-wire DS-1Compatible Digital Trunking Trunk Port 
DID Trunk Port 
ISDN Prime Trunk Port 

ULS DS1 Trunk Port 
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IC. TERUS rwo CONDI%IONS 

The service installation for each specific UNE combination I 
shall be provided consistent with Section 801 of the PUA or 
existing Commission orders. Where intervals are not defined, 
installation shall be provided at parity with the conparable 
rerail service of the Company or any affiliate.' 

Whei; a relecomnunica.tions carrier places an order for Pre- 
Existing network elements platform that does not require 
field work outside of the centra: office, for an end user 
t.hat has existing local exchange telecommunications service 
provided by the Company, unless otherwise agreed by t.he 
Company and the requesting telecommunications carrier, the 
Company shall provi.de the ordered ?re-Exist.i.ng UNE-? without 
any disruption to the end user's services.' 

When a telecommunications carrier requests a network elements 
platform referred to this Section, without the need for field 
work outside of the central office, for an end user that has 
existing local exchange telecommunications service provided 
by an incumbent local exchange carrier, or by another 
telecommunications carrier through the incumbent local 
exchange carrier's network elements platform, unless 
otherwise agreed by the telecommunications carriers, the 
incumbent local exchange carrier shall provide the requesting 
telecommunications carrier with the requested network 
elements platform within 3 business days for at least 95% of 
the requests for each requesting telecommunications carrier 
for each month. 

I 

Unless the telecommunications carrier directs the Company otherwise 
( f o r  example the telecommunications carrier submits an order with a 
due date beyond three days after date of submission) or a contrary 
agreement, entered into after June 30, 2001, between the Company 
and the telecommunications carrier that provides otherwise, as of 
12:Ol a.m. on the third business day after placing an order for+ 
PA.- F... -%+q UNE-P, the requesting telecommunications carrier shall 
be the presubscribed primary local exchange carrier for that end 
user line and shall be entitled to receive, o r  to direct the 
disposition of, all revenues for all 
services that utilize the unbundled network elements in that b 

UNE-P, unless it is established that the end user of the 

. .  

. .  

' See Issue XIV in Staff Ex. 4.0, p. 5. 
See Issue XIV in Staff Ex. 4.0, p. 6. 
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existing local exchange service did not authorize the requesting 
telecommunications carrier to make the request.3 

C. TERMS AND CONDITIONS (cont'd) 

When CLEC orders unbundled Network Elements in combination, and 
identifies to the Company the type of te1ecomunicat ions.service it 
intends to deliver to its end user customer through that 
combination (e.g., POTS, ISDN), the Company will provide the 
requested elements with all the functionality, and with at least 
the same quality of performance and operations systems support 
(ordering, provisioning, maintenance, billing and recording), that 
the Company provides through its own network to its local exchange 
service CUStOmerS receiving equivalent service, unless CLEC 
requests a lesser or greater quality of performance through the 
Special Request process. For example, loop/switch port combinations 
ordered by CLEC for POTS service will include, without limitation, 
MLT testing, real time due date assignment, dispatch scheduling, 
service turn-up without interruption of customer service, and speed 
and quality of maintenance, at parity with SWBT's delivery of 
service to its POTS customers served through equivalent the Company 
loop and switch ports. Network element combinations provided to 
CLEC by the Company will meet all performance criteria and 
measurements that the Company achieves when providing equivalent 
end user service to i.ts local exchange service customers (e.g., 
POTS, ISDN). 

See Issue XVll in Staff Ex. 3.0, p. 13. 
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C.  TERMS AND COXDITIONS 

Secured Frame Option 

This Option is provided for those CLECs that wish to combine UNE 
elements themselves and is meant to comply with Section 13- 
801(d) (1) of the Illinois Public Utilities Act. 

3 

Ameritech will construct a secured frame room in the central 
office or, if space is not available, external cross connect 
cabinet until space becomes available in the central office 
at no additional cost to CLEC where CLEC may combine UNEs. 
If CLEC submits such a request for the secured frame space, 
Ameritech will continue to combine UNEs until the secured 
frame room or external cross connect cabinet is made 
available to CLEC. However, if at any time after a secured 
frame room o r  external cross connect cabinet is made 
available, Ameritech is unable to meet CLEC's forecasted 
demand for UNEs to be combined through use of these 
arrangements due to a lack of capacity, Ameritech 
will resume combining UNEs for CLEC on new combination 
orders until capacity can be provided. If CLEC fails to 
submit such a forecast, Ameritech will no longer combine 
UNEs that are not already combined. CLEC can access the 
secured frame or the external cross-connect cabinet without 
having to collocate. 

x.2.5.3.1 
When a CLEC orders elements for combining at the secured 
frame or cabinet, Ameritech will cross-connect those 
elements to the frame o r  cabinet at no additional charge to 
the CLEC, beyond the recurring and non-recurring charges 
provided for the elements themselves under this tariff 
(e.g., for a loop and port combination, Ameritech will 
cross-connect the loop and the port to the secured frame o r  
cabinet, and the CLEC will pay applicable recurring and non- 
recurring charges for the loop and the port, but there is no 
charge for use of the frame or cabinet and no charge for 
a cross connect from loop to frame/cabinet or from port to 
f rame/cabinet ) . 
X.2.5.3.2 
Ameritech and CLEC shall negotiate a mutually agreeable 
method of wiring for cross-connects at the secured frame or 
cabinet. During such period of negotiation or until a 
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mutually agreeable method of wiring is established, the CLEC 
may obtain from Ameritech, the combining services for 
Network Elements at a non-recurring charge to be set by 
Ameritech at any amount not to exceed 1.02 for simple orders 
and 27.60 for complex orders. This charge shall apply in 
addition to any other applicable recurring and non-recurring 
charges. 

IC. AND CONDITIONS (cont'dJ I 
Secured Frame Option (cont'd) 

x.2.5.3.3 
A CLEC may order multiple elements on a single local service 
request (''LSR") for combining at the secured frame or 
external cabinet, in accordance with the terms 
and conditions for ordering and provisioning of UNEs as set 
out in the relevant ordering guide. 

x.2.5.3.4 
If this option is selected as described in X.2.5.3, 
Ameritech will develop performance measures related to the 
timeliness and accuracy of its provisioning of elements for 
combining at the secured frame or external cabinet, during 
the six- month review process as set out in the Performance 
Remedy Plan. These measures will be incorporated into the 
liquidated damages and assessments provisions of the 
Performance Remedy Plan. 

Issued: November XX, 2001 Effective: November XX, 2000 

By XXXXXX XXXXXXX, Vice President - Regulatory Affairs 
225 West Randolph Street 
Chicago, Illinois 60606 



ILLINOIS BELL 
TELEPHONE COMPANY 

Docket 01-0614 
Attachment 2 to ICC Staff Ex. 1.0 (Graves) 

Page 9 of 11 

Ameritech 

Tariff 

ILL. C.C. NO. 20 
~~ 

PART 19 -Unbundled Network Elements and Number 

SECTION 15 -Provision of Combinations Original Sheet No. 9 
Portability 

of Network Elements 

D .  RATE APPLICATION I 
Nonrecurring Charges 

There are four CPO order types a Telecommunication Carrier (TC) can 
place. They are: New, Change, Disconnect, and Conversion of Existing 
End User Account (from Ameritech or other carrier). For the purpose 
of the application of Service Order Charges, ULS-ST ports with line- 
side attributes are grouped, based upon the feature complexity level 
of the port type, into two categories: Basic and Complex. The Basic 
type of ports include: Basic Port, Ground Start Line Port, Basic 
Centrex Line Port and DID Port. The Complex type of ports include: 
ISDN Direct Port, ISDN Prime Port, Digital Trunking Trunk Port, 
Centrex ISDN Port, Centrex EKL Port and Centrex Attendant Port. 

A New order is used when establishing telephone service for an end 
user who currently does not have telephone service within the 
Ameritech region. For example, an end user moving to Chicago from 
California. 

When a TC's [telecomunications carrier] end user moves a New order 
and a Disconnect order must be issued. The New order to establish 
the end user at the new location, and the Disconnect order 
disconnecting service at the old location. 

change 

A Change order is used to make any changes (additions or deletions) 
to an existing account. This could include (but not limited to) 
things such as: 

add/delete Central Office features, e.g., Custom Calling, 
Advanced Custom Calling, Multi-Ring, etc. 
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D. RATE APPLICATION (cont'd) 

Nonrecurring Charges (cot'd) 

Change (cont'd) 

add/delete an additional telephone line (to an already 
existing account) telephone number changes 

add/delete directory listing, e.g., change to listed from 
non-listed, add an additional listing, etc. 

add/delete a toll restriction service, e.g., 900/976 Call 
Blocking, Toll Billing Exception, etc. 

change the interLATA PIC and/or intraLATA PIC 

change or add intercept announcement after a telephone number 
has been disconnected. 

Disconnect 

A Disconnect order is used to disconnect all telephone lines 
associate with a main Account Telephone Number. 

To disconnect some (but not all) of the telephone line(s) associated 
with an Account Telephone Number, a Change order should be issued. 

Conversion Scenario 1 

Allows the TC to convert an end user's account (or a specific line 
or lines) with the features and services that the end user currently 
has on the account. 

A change to the end user's current interLATA PIC and/or intraLATA 
PIC selection is permitted. No other changes to the end user's 
account are allowed. 

Conversion Scenario 2 

TC identifies exactly what features/services are to be provisioned 
on the end user's telephone line(s). However, any feature/service 
the end user currently has which is not identified will be removed. 
(emphasis added) 
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ID. RATE APPLICATION (cont 'dJ I 

Nonrecurring Charges (cot' d) 

The Unbundled Local Loop and ULS-ST Port nonrecurring, line/port 
connection charges are not applicable. All other non-recurring 
charges will apply pursuant to Part 19, Section 2, Unbundled Loops 
and HFPL, and Section 21, Unbundled Local Switching with Shared 
Transport. The only applicable service order charges for 
provisioning of combinations of elements are those listed below in 
the Prices section. 

Recurring Charges 

All recurring charges as defined in Part 19, Section 2, Unbundled Loops 
and HFPL, and Part 19, Section 21, Unbundled Local Switching with Shared 
Transport apply to Ordinarily Combined UNE-P with the following 
clarifications: 

- One (1) Cross-Connection Service charge shall apply to each Pre- 
Existing or Ordinarily Combined UNE-P. 

- One (1) Service Coordination Fee shall apply to Ordinarily Combined 
UNE-P per carrier bill, per switch. 

D. PRICES I 
Description Non Recurring Charge 
New CPO order Basic 2.35 

Complex 27.60 
Change of CPO 1.02 
Disconnect of CPO Basic 0.00 

Complex 0.00 
Conversion 1.02 
Conversion of an existing special access 
Circuit 'as is" 1.02 
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